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This Office Action is in response to an RCE and amendment filed December 8, 2003. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 9, 10, 13, 14 16, 21 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wnuk alone or in view of Noda '590, ' 1 16 and c 470. The rejection is applied 
as in the Office Action mailed February 27, 2003 and maintained for reasons discussed in the 
Office Action mailed August 8, 2003. Applicant argues that the references do not teach fiber 
having a small diameter of 50 micrometer or less where R2 in the PHA polymer is C9 or less. 
These claims are not limited to fiber having a small diameter of 50 micrometer or less where R2 
in the PHA polymer is C9 or less. The language "multicomponent fiber" reads on a fiber made 
from a composition having more than one component. Further , as shown by Matsui (cited 
2/27/03) sheath-core degradable fiber is conventional in the art and thus, it would have been 
obvious to use the compositions of the Wnuk or Wnuk as modified by Noda to form 
conventional degradable sheath-core fiber. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-6, 12 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Claims 1 is indefinite because while reference to structure III 
was deleted, structure III itself was not deleted from the claim. 
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